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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 5, 7, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

While applicant may be his or her own lexicographer, a term in a claim may not 
be given a meaning repugnant to the usual meaning of that term. See In re Hill, 161 
F.2d 367, 73 USPQ 482 (CCPA 1947). The term "digital step" in claims 5, 7, 14 and 16 
is used by the claim to mean "predefined number of centimeters/step," while the 
accepted meaning of step is part of a routine or sequence in the context of the claims as 
stated, it is not construed/interpreted as a "predefined number of centimeters/step" as 
disclosed. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
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were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Marflak 
et al., US 6,323,915 and Teraoka et al., US 5,537,149 and applicants admitted prior 
art. 

In considering claims 1-2, 10-11 and 19-20, 

1) the claimed receiving an image having a first aspect ratio... is met by video receiver 
312 (Fig 3) which receives either a 16:9 or 4:3 video signal 

2) the claimed displaying said image on a display having a second aspect ratio is met 
by display screen 322 (Fig 3) which is displays a video signal in the 4:3 format 

However, Marflak remains silent on the display having sensors which 
detect the image. Marflak discloses a system which utilizes a edge/border 
modification signal in order to control the display system to display the received 
video signal into a modified aspect ratio. 

The use of sensors on a display to control the displayed picture is well- 
known in the art. As disclosed by applicant's Fig 1, 2 which includes sensors 
108/208, 110/210, 112/212 and 114/214 to ascertain the position of the displayed 
image and assist in the adjustment of the displayed picture. 
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Teraoka et al., US 5,537,149, discloses a Display Device which receives 
either a 4:3 or 16:9 video signal and displays the received signal on a 16:9 and 4:3 
display device respectively. Teraoka discloses a system which expands 
compresses the respective video signal, where the video signal is size adjusted 
to maintain the distance from the original vertical and horizontal center. — J 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Marflak which discloses a system which 
receives either a 16:9 or 4:3 video signal on a 4:3 display, with conventional 
sensors as admitted by applicant's Fig 1, 2, in order to properly align/display the 
received signal while maintaining the center position of the original image as 
disclosed by Teraoka. 



In considering claims 3, 12 and 21, 

Marflak remains silent on a display which has a 16:9 aspect ratio. Marflak 
discloses display system which display either a 4:3 or 16:9 receive video signal 
on a 4:3 display device. 

The displaying of a 4:3 aspect ratio on a 16:9 display is well-known in the 
art. As disclosed by Teraoka, which discloses the displaying of a received 4:3 
and 16:9 video signal, onto a 16:9 and 4:3 display, respectively. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention, to modify Marflak which discloses receiving both a 4:3 
and 16:9 aspect ratio video signal and displays the signal on a 4:3 display, with 
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Teraoka et al, in order to properly display a received signal where a users display 
device is a 16:9 aspect ratio display. 

In considering claims 4-9, and 13-18, 

As stated above in claim 1, Marflak remains silent on the use of 
conventional sensors as disclosed in applicant's Fig 1 and 2. Marflak discloses 
a system which utilizes a edge/border modification signal in order to control the 
display system to display the received video signal into a modified aspect ratio. 

The use of sensors on a display to control the displayed picture is well- 
known in the art. As disclosed by applicant's Fig 1, 2 which includes sensors 
108/208, 110/210, 112/212 and 114/214 to ascertain the position of the displayed 
image and assist in the adjustment of the displayed picture. 

Teraoka et al., US 5,537,149, discloses a Display Device which receives 
either a 4:3 or 16:9 video signal and displays the received signal on a 16:9 and 4:3 
display device respectively. Teraoka discloses a system which expands or 
compresses the respective video signal, where the video signal is size adjusted 
to maintain the distance from the original vertical and horizontal center. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art, to 
modify Marflak, which discloses the conversion of a received first aspect ratio 
video signal, into a 2 nd displayed aspect ratio, with applicant's admitted prior art 
and Teraoka, in order to determine the position of the adjusted 2 nd aspect ratio 
video signal, by using conventional display sensors in order to maintain the 
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center position, both horizontally and vertically, of the original 1 st aspect ratio 
receive signal. 

In making the rejection with respect to claims 5, 7, 14, and 16 which were also rejected 
under 35 USC 112, the examiner in this instance, is interpreting the claimed language 
"digital step" as a measurement/distance. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Yenke whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
9871 . The examiner work schedule is Monday-Thursday, 0730-1830 hrs. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
Supervisor, John W. Miller, can be reached at (703)305-4795. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist).Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone number is 
(703)305-4700. 
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